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WASHINGTON 
1918 


^  SPEECH 


or 

HO^f.  EKANK  B.  BB.ANDEGEE 


WOMAN  SUFFRAGE. 

Mr.  RRANDEGEE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  care  to  discuss 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
WiujAHS].  The  proposed  so-called  Susan  B.  Anthonv  amend- 
n^t  to  the  Oonstitaticm  of  the  United  States  is  as  follows: 

Rcftolved  hp  the  Senate  and  Houf^e  of  Rrnrr.^cntatirrs  of  ihc  Vmtted 
States  of  America  in  Cortfiress  assembled  {two-thirds  of  <ach  House 
concurrin'j  iliocin).  That:  t!i.'  following  article  bo  proposed  to  the  !eg- 
islatun's  of  ihe  several  States  as  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution- of 
the  United  States,  which,  when  ratified  by  three-fourths  of  Bald  legis- 
latures, shall  be  valid  as  part  of  said  Constitution,  namely : 

"Article  — . 

*'  Rkction  1.  The  right  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  to  vote  shall 
not  be  denied  or  abridged  by  the  United  States  or  by  any  Stetc  on 
account  of  sex. 

"  Sec.  2.  Congress  shall  have  power,  by  ajwnmrlate  l^islation.  to 
enforce  the  provisions  of  this  article." 

I  rise  for  the  puri)ose  of  asliing  the  Secretary  to  read  in  my 
time  two  letters  which  I  have  received  from  the  American  Con- 
stitutional Leasrue.  one  from  its  president,  Mr.  Faircliild,  and  the 
other  from  the  chairman  of  its  executive  committee,  Mr.  Everett 
P.  Wheeler,  and  also  to  read  the  tabulation  of  the  States  which 
Iiave  voted  for  woman  suffrage  and  against  woman  suffrage.  I 
send  tlie  letters  to  the  desk. 

The  VICE  PKESIDEJS'T.    Without  objection,  the  Secretary 
will  rend. 
The  Secretary  read  as  follows: 

AuKliCAN  Constitutional  League, 

Washmgtm,  D,  C,  June  25^  1918. 
Senator  Frank  B.  Buandegee, 

Senate  Offlce  Building,  Washington,  /),  a 

Dkab  Sia:  We  are  Informed  that  you  are  one  <rf  tlie  thinking 

statesmen  wlio  liave  reached  mature  convictions  regarding  the 
fundamental  principles  of  our  form  of  fjovernment;  that  you 
liold,  with  tlie  present  United  States  Constitution  and  the  latest 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  that — 

"Tlie  power  of  tlie  States  to  regulate  their  purely  internal 
affairs  by  such  laws  as  seem  wise  to  the  local  authority  is  in- 
herent and  has  never  been  surrendered  to  the  General  Govern- 
ment, *  •  •  If  Congress  <?nn  relate -matters  intrusted  to 
local  authority,  the  power  of  the  States  over  local  affairs  will 
he  eliminated  and  thus  our  system  of  government  is  practically 
destroyetl."  » 

You  are  aware  that  the  most  fundamental  sovereign  riglit  of 

the  people  of  your  State  is  to  decide,  by  popular  vote,  the  qualifi- 
cations for  the  exercise  of  Ibe  suffra-^e ;  tbat  these  qualitications 
have  been  placed  in  your  State  constitution,  subject  to  amend- 
ment only  popular  vote,  to  pot  them  beyond  Interference,  even 
by  your  own  legislature. 

It  is  now  proposed,  tiirough  the  Susan  B.  Anthony  suffrage 
force  hill,  not  only  to  surrender  to  the  General  Government  tlie 
most  inherent  power  reserved  to  your  State  as  a  sovereign  body, 
hut  to  rob  your  people  of  the  i-ight  they  have  reserved  to  them- 
selves in  your  State  constitution  and  to  bave  a  local  question  that 
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your  people  will  not  trust  even  your  own  legislature  to  decide, 
decided  by  the  members  of  36  other  State  legislatures.  - 

This  Federal  force  bill,  for  instance,  positively  takes  fr«  Ok» 
people  of  your  State  tlie  right  to  say  Avho  shall  vote  for  your 
State  officers;  absolutely  disfranchises  every  voter  in  your 
State  on  this  local  quesUon  hitherto  distinctly  reserved  to  popu- 
lar voto  hy  your  State  constitution. 

Ajid  while  disfranchising  your  own  people  on  a  question  of 
most  vital  local  concern,  this  Federal  force  bill  gives  tlie  Legis- 
latures of  Idaho,  Wyoming,  Nevada,  and  Utah,  who  know  noth- 
ing about  your  local  conditions  and  problems,  exactly  four  times 
as  much  power  to  decide  who  shall  vote  in  your  State  as  your 
own  legislature  would  have  under  this  force  bill. 

This  suflPrage  force  bill  gives  some  4,000  members  of  36  leda- 
latures,  regardless  of  local  conditions,  racial  problems,  or  «2rtra 
expense,  the  exclusive  right  to  decide  for  the  entire  Nation  a 
question  which  the  ixjople  of  your  State  do  not  allow  even  your 
legislature  to  decide  for  your  State. 

Such  a  revolutionary  force  bill  can  not  possibly  stop  at  the 
first  step.  As  Eiihu  Root,  who  no  radical  or  devoted  defender 
of  "  State  rights,"  says: 

"  If  you  enable  some  parts  of  the  country  to  coerce  other  parts 
of  the  country  in  their  local  alfairs  by  the  use  of  national  power, 
you  will  destroy  the  whole  system  and  ultimately  break  up  the 
Lnion.  This  is  precisely  what  this  amendment  undertakes  to 
do." 

This  force  bill  is  repugnant  to  every  principle  of  democracy 
ever  voiced  in  this  cx>untry.  The  law  of  majority  rule,  called 
by  Jefferson  "  the  first  pHnclple  of  a  R^uhlic,"  Is  outraged 
when  a  Federal  force  bill  undertakes  to  disfranchise  the  vot«*s 
on  a  subject  precisely  because  the  majority  of  them  have  re- 
jected It.  Local  self-government,  "  self-determination,"  is  equally 
ignored  when  every  State  In  the  Union  is  compelled  to  submit 
its  most  vital  local  issue  to  the  l^latures  of  other  States 
rather  than  to  its  own  citizens. 

Farthermore,  In  a  time  of  war  and  national  crisis  this  amend- 
ment would  not  only  start  a  stiH>eiidons  political  a^tatton  for 
ratification  in  48  States,  but,  upon  ratification,  would  innnedi- 
ately  renew  the  "reconstruction"  and  racial  problems  in  the 
South,  as  well  as  double  the  Socialist  and  Bolshevist  menace  in 
the  North.  It  would  add  to  the  expense  of  the  Qovemment  of 
$25,0(K>.0(>0  a  year,  wastinsj  o!i  a  revolutionary  political  expert* 
meut  an  amount  that  would  buy  500,000,00U  rounds  of  ammunl- 
ttai  far  natioaai  defense,  an  nmoniit  mlllclent  to  pay  for  every 
bullet  our  Army  of  a  million  men  would  use  in  a  year. 

Will  you  not,  therefore,  stand  by  the  convictions  which  your 
own  statesmanship  and  le^jal  training  must  liave  given  you' and 
vote  *  No  "  on  the  Swan  B.  Anthony  aaftHice  force  bill  next 
Thurs<lay  ? 

Respectfully, 

The  Amebican  CojisxiruxiONAL  League, 
OK4HJBB  S.  FAttCHttD,  Pf^tiSent, 

AMEaicAx  OojxaimvrumAL  League, 

„     ,^       ^  „  ^ewYork,  June  iota. 

Hon.  Fkank  B.  Brandegeg. 

Dkak  Sir:  Allow  me  on  behalf  of  this  le\^;ue  to  express  our 
great  satisfaction  at  the  manly  and  coui-ageous  course  you  hare 
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taken  In  opposition  to  the  resolution  depriving  ench  State  of 
Its  present  right  to  regulate  political  suffrage  for  itseif.  Such 
•an  anienchnent  to  the  Gcmstltutlon  Is  subversibie  of  the  funda- 
mental principle  of  our  Union,  which  is  to  leave  to  each  State 
the  regulation  of  its  own  affairs.  Under  this  system  we  have 
prospered,  A  contrary  system  in  some  other  countries  has  led 
to  discontent  and  failed. 

This  attempted  compulsion  of  States  opposed  to  political  suf- 
fra.ffe  for  women  is  not  democratic.  It  is  German.  The  Ger- 
mans were  as  confident  of  the  excellence  of  their  kultur  as 
snfFra^sts  are  of  their  dogma.  Instead  of  attempting  to  con- 
vince other  States,  they  sought  to  compel.  That  is  what  the 
suffragists  arc  trying  to  do  with  Maine,  Massachusetts,  ^'ew 
Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  Nehraska — all  of  which  have  voted 
by  large  majorities  against  political  suffrage  for  women. 

We  honor  women  for  all  they  have  done,  not  oidy  in  this  war 
but  in  all  time.  We  would  reward  them  with  honor,  love,  and 
protec'tion,  as  American  men  have  always  done.  But  to  «iforce 
the  responsibility  of  political  activity  upon  them  is  not  a  re- 
ward but  a  burden.  Let  not  the  activity  of  jealous  advocates 
conceal  the  truth  that  each  State  should  decide  this  question  for 
Itself. 

We  urge,  therefore,  Oiat  you  attend  and  vote  asatnst  the  resola* 
tion. 

Yours,  faithfully,  Everett  P.  Wheeler, 

Chmrman. 

MCeeora  of  wmam  wfrage  at  the  polls. 

DKVBJkTa  (18  IN  5  TKAR!^).  TICTOBIES  (11  IN  25  XEARS). 

Majority  Majority 
against  for. 

1890. 

Wyoming  (indorsed 
with  constitution 
when  Territory  be- 
came State). 

ISOri. 

Colorado   C.  347 

1890. 

Idaho   6,  844 

Utah   23. 618 

Soatli  Dakota   3, 286 

1910. 

WasUingtou  -  22,  623 

1011. 

California  — — .  8. 58T 

1912 

Ohio                                      87,  455    Orogon   4, 161 

Wisconsin                             91,478    Arizona   7,240 

Michigan  (November)  -            700    Kansas  ^  16»049 

1913. 

Hichtcaa  (AprIP   9G,?44 

1914. 

South  Dakota                        11,914     Nevada   S,G7A 

Ohio                                182.905    Montana   8,714 

North  Dakota   9,  VM) 

Nebraska   10,  104 

Missouri  140,  200 
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MUTBATS — COnti&lwd. 

New  Jersey  ( granted 
women  the  franchise 
in  1776,  but  with- 
drew  the  rigltt  In 

1807)   61, 

Massachusetts   133, 

Pennsylvania  ,  55, 

Kew  T«pk  .   tH, 

Iowa   10, 

South  Dakota  — 5, 
West  Virginia   08, 

Maine  — ^«-„_._  IS 

Ohio  (repeal)   140. 


1015. 


TICTOaiBS 


103 
447 

686 
0S4 

1016. 

341 
lilO 
067 

iwr 


234 
120 


New  York  (woman  suf- 
frage was  imposed  on 
New  York  State  by 
the  pacifist-socialist 
vote  of  New  York 
City,  arous4>tl  by  Mor- 
ris Hillquit  and  Dud- 
Icy  Field  ?Jalone. 
Outside  of  New  York 
City,  woiiKin  suffrage 
was  dejeateU  tiirough- 
out  the  State)— Jr.- 


108i8B> 


Total  majority  num- 
ber of  ballots 
against   1,  346.  597 


Total  majority  num- 
ber of  ballots  for.-      109,  214 


Mr.  BRANDE6EE.  Mr.  Presideul,  tv  llu-  iiuiuirv  coiitainea 
in  the  letter  of  Mr.  Falrchihl  I  answer  that  I  will  stand  by  uy 
convictions  and  voto  tiieiu.  Now  T  ask  the  Secretary  to  read  the 
article  which  I  «eud  to  the  desk,  from  the  New  York  World, 
which  I  believe  is  considered  to  be  a  fairly  good  exponent  of  the 
principles  of  the  Deiiiomitic  Party. 

The  VICli:  PRESIDEiST.  Tk^  Secretary  wUl  read  as  re- 
quested. 

The  Secretary  read  as  follows : 

If  any  old-fashione<l  Democrats  remain,  they  must  read 
with  uneasiness  the  message  sent  by  President  Wilson  to  a 
member  of  the  Louisiana  Senate  urging  the  legislature  of  that 
State  to  establii^  woinan  snf&age. 

"This  is  a  State  measure,  with  which  the  Presid^t  has  noth- 
ing to  do;  but  it  will  be  recalled  that  last  Tannary  lie  recom- 
mended favorable  action  by  Congress  upon  the  proposed  con- 
stitutional amendment,  with  whieh  also  in  his  official  capaei^ 
lie  has  nothing  to  do,  Althouf^  the  House  of  Representatives 
has  given  the  amemlnaent  the  necessary  two-thirds  majoritv, 
the  supporters  of  the  project  in  the  Senate  have  not  yet  been 
sure  enough  of  their  groiiBd  to  risk  a  vote  In  that  body.  The 
Louisiana  tolo^rrniu  mny  have  been  intended  in  a  roundabout 
way  to  inliueuce  the  decision  of  the  United  States  Senate  or  the 
r^iuresentatives  of  that  State  in  the  Senate.  If  not,  it  must 
be  accepted  as  a  startling  interference  by  the  Chief  Magistrate 
in  a  mutter  always  held  by  Democrats  to  be  Within  ^  aov» 
ereigu  powers  of  the  States. 

"In  the  process  of  amending  the  Federal  Constitution  no 
account  is  taken  of  the  President  His  approval  is  not  neces- 
sary at  any  statue  of  the  proceedings,  and  he  has  no  power  of 
veto.  Since  the  makers  of  the  Constitution  were  extremely 
careful  to  leave  national  amendments  wholly  in  the  hands  of 
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Coniiross  and  the  State  legislatures,  it  must  be  admitted  that 
presidential  reconmiendations  for  or  against  State  amendments 
are  as  questionable  in  point  of  taste  as  unwarranted  in  law. 

'*  Surprise  in  this  instance,  however,  results  not  so  nuicii 
from  what  has  been  done  as  from  the  fact  that  the  iuiiovation 
nmst  be  attributed  to  the  most  illustrious  Democrat  of  our 
time.  A  prohibition  amendment  submitted  by  a  Democratic 
Congress  and  certain,  if  ado^ited,  to  make  local  self-govern- 
ment only  a  memory  and  cripple  the  police  ixiwcrs  of  tho 
States  is  already  Iwfore  the  various  legislatures  for  approval. 
Woman  suffrage  by  national  amendment  will  deprive  the 
States  of  control  of  the  ballot,  denied  only  once,  in  the  case  of 
the  negro,  aud  then  disastrously.  With  a  few  more  movements 
of  this  kind  State  lines  must  disappear,  except  as  they  may 
represent  provinces  goaded  and  guided  by  an  all-iHJwerful 
centralism  at  Washington. 

"The  tremendous  demands  that  war  is  making  upon  the 
hearts  and  minds  of  the  people  are  likely  to  confuse  judgment 
as  to  the  momentous  political  rev(dntions  now  going  on  almost 
unnoticed,  but  it  is  not  dillicult  to  see  what  they  mean  to  the 
people  and  what  they  ;nean  to  the  Democratic  Party.  The 
chan^  in  our  form  of  government  are  to  be  l  adical  and  per- 
manent. The  party  which  for  more  than  a  century  lias  resisted 
these  clianires.  usually  with  success,  now,  under  one  of  the 
greatest  of  its  leaders,  submits  to  them  and,  some  will  aay, 

encourages  them. 

"Even  though  the  historic  Democratic  Party  may  thus  decree 
its  own  death,  democracy  is  unconquerable.  Under  other 
names  and  other  banners  it  will  endure,  but  in  the  new  align- 
ment many  a  so-called  Democrat  who  has  lost  faith  in  the  basic 
principle  of  his  party  is  bound  to  perisli." 

Mr.  LEWIS.    Mr.  President  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Robinson  In  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  yield  to  the  Senator  from 

Illinois? 

Mr.  BRANDBGEE.   With  pleasure. 

Mr  LEWIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
give  me  his  opinion  as  to  a  viewi)oint  expressed  through  the 
article  tendereil  bv  him,  I  take  it,  from  some  bar  association? 
It  is  this:  Has  tlie  Senator  from  Connecticut  any  legal  doubt 
but  that  the  power  In  the  State  of  Connecticut  would  still  re 
main  to  prescribe  qualifications  and  conditions  under  which 
suflfrasre  could  be  exercised  under  this  amendment  to  the  same 
extent  as  they  do  now  and  as  they  have  for  the  past  10  years? 

Mr  BRANDBGEE,  I  have  no  doubt  about  it.  It  would  utterly 
deprive  the  State  of  the  power  to  determine  the  qualifications  of 

its  own  electors.  ,    «     ^  • 

Mr  LEWIS.   I  did  not  quite  catch  the  Senators  reply. 

Mr  BRANDBGEE.   I  say  I  have  no  doubt  about  it. 

Mr  LEWIS.   Weil,  which  viewpoint  does  the  Senator  have? 

Mr  BUANDEdKK.  I  liave  the  viewpoint  that,  if  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  says  that  the  State  of  Connecticut 
can  not  prescribe  the  qualifications  of  Its  own  electcnrs,  it  can 

"*^Mr*\^E\VIS    Then  I  fear  I  did  not  make  myself  clear  to  the 
Senator.    1  meant  to  ask  the  Senator  does  lie  feel  that  this 
aimmdment,  when  adopted,  would  in  any  wise  take  frwa  the 
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state  of  Connecticut  the  same  power  to  regulate  by  conditions 
and  qualifications  the  enjoyment  of  the  suffrage  to  the  same  ex* 
tent  £hat  it  bas  done  heretofore  tinder  State  law? 

Mr.  BRANDEGEE.  I  do  not  know  whetiier  it  is  an  enjoyment 
or  not;  but  I  think  it  ^yould  absolutely  deprive  the  State  of  tlie 
rifi^t  to  limit  the  suffrage  to  males.  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  LBWIS.  The  Senator,  of  course,  understands  I  recognlxe 
that  it  removes  the  limitation  of  sex ;  but  as  to  conditions  and 
qualifications  in  the  enjoyment,  such  as  education,  such  as  pro- 
tection of  the  ballot  at  the  liauds  of  those  who  should  be  en- 
lightened enough  to  exercise  it,  does  the  S»ator  feel  that  this 
amoiKlment  in  any  wise  would  interfere  with  that  indicated  la 
tile  paper  presented  by  him  from  some  bar  association? 

Mr.  BIIANDEGEE.  It  was  not  from  a  bar  association ;  it  was 
from  the  Constitutional  League  of  America. 

Mr.  LEWIS.  I  understood  something  of  the  kind.  I  want  to 
know  if  the  Senator's  opinion  agreed  with  their  views  as  to  that? 

Mr.  BKAXDEGEE.  My  opinion  is  that  a  State  at  present 
has  the  tight  to  confine  the  suffrage  to  the  male  sex,  if  it 
chooses  to  do  so;  bllt  If  this  amendment  Ib  passed  it  can  not 
do  it 

Mr.  LEAVIS.  Yes;  I  concur  with  the  Senator,  if  this  amend- 
ment is  passed. 

Mr.  BRANDEGEE.  As  to  any  other  qualificatloos,  tbiS  Hineiid- 
ment,  of  course,  does  not  touch  them  at  all. 

Mr.  LEWIS.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Williams] 
has  Izd  me  to  conclude  that  he  had  a  different  c^inion.  I  ac* 
cept  the  viewpoint  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  BRANDEGEE.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi  was  not 
talking  about  the  amendment  before  the  Senate ;  he  was  talking 
about  the  amendment  Hmt  he  has  offered  to  restrict  the  snffm^ 
to  wliite  people.    I  am  not  discussins:  that  quostinn. 

Mr.  LEWIS.  Since  the  Senator  irom  Connecticut  has  been 
courteous  enough  to  yield,  does  the  Senator  from  Connecticut, 
apropos  of  the  amendment  suggested  by  ti  e  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi, assume  that  the  Conj^ress  of  the  I'nitotl  States  couUl 
pass  an  act  wliich  >\ould  limit  Uie  suffrage  to  wliites  without 
baving  it  dedared  invalid  under  the  <^inion  of  the  Su{»*eme 
Court  of  the  United  States  lately  delivered  in  connection  with  a 
case  coming  from  Oklahoma  under  a  provision  of  the  constitu- 
tion of  that  State? 

Mr.  BRANDEGEE.  No ;  I  do  not ;  nor  under  any  oth^  deci- 
sion of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  I  do  not  lliink 
an  act  of  Cou.sivss  can  touch  that  question  at  all. 

Mr.  LEWIS.    I  agree  with  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BRANDEGEE.  But  that  is  not  the  proppsoL  It  is  pro- 
posed as  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
and  nut  a^-  a  Unit<'d  States  statute  at  all. 

Mr.  THOMPSUX.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
a  question? 

Mr.  BKANDEGEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMPSON.  The  Senator  states  that  he  thinks  the 
States  have  a  right  of  course  to  limit  sulfrage  to  men.  Does 
Hie  Senator  titink  that  the  States  would  have  Hie  ri^t  to  limit 
it  entirely  to  women  if  they  saw  fit? 

Mr.  BR^VNDEGEE.  Absolutely ;  there  is  no  doubt  about  that, 
or  to  put  any  other  qualification  on  the  privilege  of  voting.  It 
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l6.not  a  right,  but  is  simply  a  privilege  in  the  discretion  of  tbe 
<tavei*ament  of  the  country. 

Mr.  THOMPSON.  There  is  no  national  constitutional  inhibi- 
tion against  women  voting,  then,  is  there? 

Mr.  BRANDEGEE.  Well,  there  is  no  national  constitutional 
provision  about  it  at  all,  except  that  the  States  shall  have  the 
rights  which  they  did  not  delegate  to  tlie  Nati<Huil  Qovemm^t 

Mr.  President,  the  letters  which  I  have  sent  to  the  desk  and 
the  editorial  from  the  New  Yoi'k  World  represent  my  views 
upon  this  question.  I  think  the  Coustitutiou  of  the  United 
States  was  designed  to  be  a  broad  charter  defining  the  charac- 
ter otf  our  Government.  It  divided  the  powers  of  Government 
into  three  parts — the  legislative,  the  judicial,  and  the  execu- 
tive— and  in  broad  outline  it  indicated  the  kind  of  government 
we  w^  to  have  as  a  naticm ;  bat  the  Constitution  w&«  firamed 
by  delegates  from  the  several  States,  and  they  carefully  re- 
served to  the  States  all  the  rights  that  they  had  not  specifically 
delegated  to  the  National  Government  or  which  were  not  neces- 
sarily implied  from  the  specifically  d^egated  povrers.  I  do  not 
think  the  Constitution  was  desigued  to  be  a  criminal  code  nor 
a  set  of  local  onliuances  nor  a  booiv  of  statutes.  I  do  not  think 
it  was  intended  that  we  should  put  iuto  the  Constitution  of  ihe 
United  States,  at  the  bebest  of  the  legislatures  of  tbree-fourths 
of  the  States,  without  any  submission  wliatever  lo  tlie  people  of 
the  States,  provisions  as  to  what  we  should  eat  and  what  we 
should  drink  and  when  wc  should  go  to  bed  and  what  should  be 
our  local  customs  In  our  home  communities. 

I  think  the  framers  of  the  Constitution  were  a  very  wise  and 
learned  set  of  men  of  great  experience,  and  they  intended  to 
formulate  the  frame  and  kind  of  government  that  should  exist 
in  this  country.  They  never  intendetl,  in  my  oi)inion,  that 
Congress  should  attonipi  to  say  at  what  ase  a  chiUl  shall  work 
in  Ix>uisiana  or  in  JMississippi,  or  whether  or  not  the  people  of 
Calif<H*nia  ^all  raise  grapes  or  shall  make  them  iuto  wine  after 
they  have  raised  them,  or  that  thi'ee-quartei's  of  the  States 
should  say  that  nothing;  i>roduced  by  nei:ro  labor  in  tlie  South 
should  ever  come  north  of  Mason  and  Dixon  s  line.  I  do  not 
think  that  they  intended,  wlten  tbey  made  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  defining  and  limiting  the  powers  of  the  Na- 
tional Government,  to  dei»rive  (ho  peopli-  in  Ibelr  respective 
home  communities  of  the  right  of  local  .sell-governuient  and 
home  rule.  To  talk  that  way  now  may  sound  like  an  ohl  fogy ; 
it  may  be  that  the  Congress  now  thiidcs  that  wli^ever  there 
apix»ars  an  insistent  and  persistent  V(K*alization  for  a  ctinse  or  a 
propaganda,  Congress  has  no  duty  in  the  premises  except  to 
yield  to  it  and  pass  the  thing  on  to  tbe  legislatures  of  the  States. 
That  is  not  my  view  of  our  duty,  Mr,  President. 

If  I  recall  the  language  of  the  Constitution,  it  is  in  substanoe 
this:  That  whenever  two-thirds  of  the  Senate  and  two-lhirds 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  tlie  Congress  think  the 
United  States  Constitution  should  be  amended,  they  shall  pass 
a  resolution  to  that  effect  and  submit  it  to  the  le;risla(ures  of 
the  several  States — whenever  two-thirds  of  each  branch  of 
Congress  thinlcs  it  is  itecesiary  they  shall  submit  it  to  tbe  lefi^ia- 
latures  of  tbo  several  States.  I  do  not  think  this  is  ncccssanj, 
and  I  have  some  doubt  as  to  whether  some  gentlemen  who  are 
inclined  to  vote  for  this  thing  think  it  is  necessary.  I  say  that 
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becniise  I  have  heart!  Senators  express  in  ordinary  cloakroom 
conversation  their  notion  that  whenever  there  was  a  persistent 
demand  for  a  thing  they  would  vote  to  submit  it  to  the  several 
States. 

Mr.  President,  tlie  framers  of  the  Constitution  thought  the 
people  of  this  country  would  send  to  Congress  men  wlio  had 
ideas  of  their  own  and  did  their  own  thinking;  tliey  did  not 
tbink  we  were  simply  to  be  a  funnel  to  pass  on  to  the  States 
whatever  some  newspaper  or  some  propaganda  should  agitate 
snlhcieiitly  streiniously  and  suUicientiy  loudly.  They  intended 
the  Constitution  to  be  of  such  fundamental  character  that  it 
coQld  not  be  amended,  except  when  the  Congress  thought  it  was 
ucccssarif  and  the  legislatures  of  three-quarters  of  the  States 
tliought  it  was  nccesmri/. 

Now,  1  have  a  high  enough  opinion  of  the  C5ongress  of  the 
United  States  to  feel  that  the  opinion  of  the  Senate  and  tho 
House  of  Representatives  representing  the  48  sovereign  States 
of  this  country  is  of  almost  as  much  importance  as  that  of  the 
lej^slature  of  some  State.  I  actually  think  that;  and  I  think 
when  the  framers  of  the  Constitution  said  that  the  Constitution 
should  not  be  amended  except  two-thirds  of  the  Senate  and 
two-thirds  of  tiie  House  thought  it  was  necessary,  they  meant 
cxactlv  what  they  said.  Under  our  oath  of  office  I  do  not  feel, 
and  I'do  not  think  that  any  other  Member  of  Congress  ought 
to  feel,  that  that  duty  should  be  regai-ded  as  a  purely  perfunc- 
tory one.  I  do  not  think  that  in  the  process  of  amending  the 
Constitution,  which  is  the  process  of  making  the  C5onstit«tion, 
the  Congress  of  the  Uuited  States  of  America  sliould  simjily  he 
a  conduit  to  shove  things  away  from  us  onto  the  legislatures 
of  the  States. 

I  may  be  all  wrong  about  that.  I  know  the  force  and  the 
Intimidating  effect  of  a  persistent,  well-financed  minority  in 
any  propaganda  that  they  start  to  conduct  in  this  country. 
We  all  know  it.  Kobody  here  is  fooled  by  it.  The  letters 
and  telegrams  and  delegations  and  visitations  ttiat  are  in- 
flicted upon  us  on  subjects  about  which  we  have  thought  for 
years,  from  all  sorts  of  societies  and  organizations,  contribute 
Very  little  to  the  sum  total  of  human  information.  Most  Sen- 
ators and  Representatives  have  read  and  thought  everything 
that  has  been  printed  and  said  ni>on  this  question,  and  upon 
both  sides  of  it :  and,  in  my  opinion,  any  man  who  is  a  Senator 
of  the  Unitetl  States  or  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives who  will  change  his  vote  on  a  fundamental  matter  of  this 
kind  until  he  has  changed  his  mind  and  his  honest  conviction 
is  not  worthv  to  be  a  Member^of  Congress. 

What  do  the  proponents  of  this  constitutional  amendment 
say?  They  all  try  to  utili/.e  the  war  as  a  reason  why  they 
should  have  the  privilege  of  voting.  Tliey  call  it  a  right.  Of 
course  it  is  not  a  right.  They  know  that  just  as  well  as  we  do. 
Every  court  in  the  country  has  decidetl,  wherever  the  question 
has  been  presented,  that  the  suffrage  was  not  a  right  but  was  a 
privilege  conferred  by  the  Government.  There  is  no  more  reason 
in  morals  or  nature  wliy  sex  should  constitute  a  natural  right  to 
the  suffrage  than  there  is  why  a  boy  15  years  old  should  not 
vote.  The  Government  says  he  can  not  vote  until  he  is  21. 
There  is  no  inherent  right  whatever  about  it.  There  is  no 
question  of  morals  whatever  about  it.  The  only  question  is  the 
honest,  sane  judgment  of  the  men  to  charge  of  the  Govemm«t 
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of  the  Tnited  States  and  of  the  several  States  as  to  what  is 
best  for  the  Government  of  iiie  United  States  an^  iQt  the  Stales 
in  this  matter.    *  * 
I  am  not  discussing  the  question  of  soffrage.   I  admit  freely 

that  each  State  can  and  ought  to  decide  that  question  for  itself, 
as  the  Pi-esident  of  the  T'nited  States  himself  said,  and  as  hoth 
political  platforms  say.  I  am  perfectly  willing  that  eadi  State 
should  decide  it  fbr  Itself,  and  they  are  the  proper  tribunals  to 
decide  it,  for  they  know  their  own  local  conditions;  but  we  are 
asfeed  here  to  use  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  as  an 
lAStrnmrat,  by  the  vote  not  of  the  people  but  of  the  legislatures 
three^uarters  of  the  States,  to  in^ioae  this  thtng  upon  the 
other  quarter  of  the  States,  whether  they  want  it  or  not.  Now, 
is  that  democracy?  Is  that  home  rule?  Is  that  local  self- 
SOveniliimt?  WlQT,  it  can  not  be  so,  Mr.  Pi-esident.  As  the 
Bf^reme  Court  ssid  in  the  (jilM-tabor  case,  sudl  a  theory 
utterly  subversive  of  every  notion  of  democracy  upon  which  this 
Government  was  founded  and  upon  which  the  Constitution  was 
iOfUKled. 

Mr.  OWEN.    Mr.  President  

The  PUP:SIDIX<;  OFFICER     D<x-s  the  SeniltCHr  from  QOQMe- 
ticut  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma? 
Mr.  BRANDEOER.  Certainly, 

Mr.  OWEN.  Did  the  Semitor  favor  the  ftortomtii  and 
flfteentli  amendments? 

Mr.  BUANDEGEE.  I  was  an  infant  when  the  fifteenth 
amendment  was  adopted,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  OWEN.    Does  the  Senator  favor  it  now? 

Mr.  BRANDEGEE.  I  do  not  know.  Dv^es  the  Senator  tnum 
<Melahoma  favor  it? 

Mr.  OWEN.  I  ^  and  I  have  smm  to  sustain  it  on  this 
ftoor. 

Mr  BltAJN'DliGBlO.  I  have  sworn  to  sustain  it,  of  course^ 
hat  whether  I  would  have  enacted  it  or  not  it  is  a  different 
thiufj.  But,  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say  to  Uie  S»atOr  that 
the  fifteenth  amendment,  which  jrave  the  ballot  to  the  blaclc 
race  in  this  country,  was  the  product  of  force  and  of  a  war. 
There  had  been,  from  the  foundation  of  tliis  Government,  the 
foestion  of  slavery  hnpending,  whidi  finally  reait  the  country 
and  prodncetl  the  great  Civil  War,  and  it  was  hrute  force  that 
won  the  Civil  War;  and  as  a  necessary  corrollary  of  it  the 
party  in  p&sfew  at  that  time  tiiought  it  was  necessary  to  en- 
franchise the  blacks  in  onlei-  that  the  fruits  of  the  war  should 
not  be  lost,  and  it  was  done.  Now,  wl)etti«c  it  is  a  uoistate  or 
Bot,  the  Lord  only  Icnows.    I  do  not* 

Mr,  OWEN.  I  Merely  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
ConnocticTif  to  the  fourteenth  and  fifteenth  amendments,  whf<di 
were  ailvocate*!  by  the  particular  party  to  which  he  belongs, 
and  which  were  the  fruit  of  the  Civil  War,  and  the  adoptiou 
^whkh  wa»  brought  about  by  tbe  fftet  that  a  moral  question 
»Ose  concerning:  human  slavery,  and  the  Constitution  was 
asienM  by  a  vote  of  the  States.  The  Senator,  if  he  recognizes 
tbAt  principle  in  the  case  of  enfranchising  the  negro  race, 
em  not,  I  thfiA,  consistently  argne  against  the  application  oi 
the  sanif  principle  in  amendincr  the  OonstltotlQa  witi  regard 
ti»tte  white  women  of  this  (v>imtry. 

B£p. ^BRANDEGEE.    I  think  I  can;  but  I  would  QUiit  the 
iranA^.white." 
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Mr.  VARDAlvrAN.    Mr.  President  . 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  CJon- 
necticut  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississimi?, 

Mr.  BRANDEGEE.  Certainly. 

Mr.  VARDAMAN.  In  reply  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma,  I 
wish  to  say  that  there  was  uo  necessity  at  all,  in  order  to  liberate 
the  negroes  of  this  country  forever,  to  adopt  the  fifteenth  amend- 
ment. The  Senator  from  Connecticut  says  that  the  Lord  only 
knows  whether  or  not  a  mistake  was  made  when  that  amendment 
was  adopted ;  but  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  southern 
people,  In  addition  to  the  Lord,  know  that  a  great  mistake  was 
made,  an  unpardonable  mistake.    [Lau^;llter  in  the  galleries.] 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.   Tlie  Senate  will  be  in  order. 

Mr.  BRANDEGEE.  Mr.  President,  of  course  I  assume  that 
different  pe<^e  may  have  different  views  upon  this  question.  I 
admit  the  experience  of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  in  that 
line,  and  I  know  that  that  is  one  of  the  questions  in  which  he  is 
deeply  interestetl,  but  I  am  not  discussing  that  question.  The 
Senator  from  Oklahoma,  however,  can  not  accuse  me  of  incon- 
sistency. If  I  am  in  favor  of  the  Hfteenth  amondment,  or  thought 
It  was  wise,  it  would  have  uo  relevancy  whatever  to  my  con- 
victions or  to  my  vote  upon  this  question.  As  I  say,  that  was 
absolutely  a  war  measure,  in  the  ©pinion  of  those  who  put  it  in 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  just  as  much  as  the  raising 
of  the  Army  was  a  war  measure ;  and  it  was  thought  necessarv — 
whether  mistakenly  or  not,  I  do  not  know— by  those  in  charge 
of  the  Government  at  that  time  to  put  it  in  the  Constitution,  and 
they  did  it.  Now,  any  Senator  wlio  is  going  to  vote  for  this  pro- 
posed constitutional  amendment  because  he  thinks  the  fifteenth 
amendment  was  a  glorious  success.  In  my  opinion,  had  better 
take  another  think  about  It  We  certainly  have  had  time 
enough  to  reconsider  that  matter,  about  50  or  GO  years;  and  if 
any  Senator  thinks  we  were  wrong  in  putting  tlie  fifteenth 
amendment  Into  the  Constitution,  all  I  say  to  him  is,  "  Do  not 
do  it  again." 

Jfi\  VARDAMAN.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  wiU  par- 
don me  ■ 

Mr.  BRANDEGEE.  Certainly, 

Mr.  VAKPAMAN.  I  sliould  have  very  little  objection  to  the 
fifteenth  amendment  if  it  i^rovided  only  for  the  emancipation  of 
the  negro;  but  instead  of  giving  him  his  freedom,  instead  of 
abolishing  slavery,  it  gave  him  the  right  of  soifrage^  or  the  privi- 
lege of  suffrage,  whicdi  was,  in  nay  Judgment,  an  ^r^otts  mis- 
take. 

Mr.  BRANDEGEE.  I  am  glad  to  see  the  Senator  makes  a 
d:s  iiKti(tn  between  the  right  and  the  privil^^.  ' 

Now,  Mr.  I*resideut,  I  am  not  discussing  whether  any  State 
ought  to  prescribe  as  one  of  the  (lualifications  of  the  electors 
who  are  to  choose  its  officers,  and  those  who  shall  govern  it, 
whether  it  shall  have  woman  suffrage  or  not.  Tlwt  Is  Its  Imsi- 
ness  and  not  mine.  I  do  not  want  to  attempt  to  say  what  the 
qualifications  of  the  electors  of  the  State  of  California  shall  be, 
and  I  am  not  qualifieil  to  do  it.  I  do  not  want  tlie  Senator  from 
Mississippi  to  say  what  the  qualifications  of  Sectors  In  Connec- 
ticut shall  be.  and  I  do  not  think  lur  wants  me  to  try  to  attempt 
to  say  what  shall  be  the  qualiticatiuns  of  electors  in  Mississippi, 
and  I  am  not  qualified  to  do  it, 
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Mr.  VARDAMAN.   Mr.  Presklent- 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER    Does  thA  flMiAfAi*  /v^ 
necticutfurti^r  yield  to  the^natJTfLSl^^ 
Mr.  BRANDEGEE.   Certainly.  — «»«»ippir 

rtn^'.^f  ^^K^*^"^^-   ^1'*""  ^  MiiKissippl  is  concerned,  all  the 

"^^^  en  be  «o«e  by  t^  adoptioi  of  Si 

I  Mf- BRANOECEE.   If  the  Senator  feels  tbat  way,  I  suimoM 

amendment  Md  double  tbe  daTage 
Mr.  VARDAMAN.    I  do  not  think  any  possibtedaSkge  could 

^^^'^l^^y^^^^tmtr  ,voman  with  the  privileire  of  sutfra^ 

iM^I^^^^''''  President;  as  I  ^y,  I  am  uft  arj^i- 

to«  toe  merits  of  woman  suffl^.  I  am  not  here  to  say  that  a 
woman  is  not  a  j?reat  deal  better  than  a  man.  I  am  not  be»  M 
say  that  Uiey  wiU  not  elevate  nna  purify  polftic.  thm.^fTuSt 

men  in  tiiig  respect;  that  tbey  are  good,  bad,  and  ind  fferent 
I  think  whore  you  find  the  men  bad  yon  will  find  the  wmSn* 

Sen^dl^S^nt^  indifferent  you  avUI  find  the 

are'UtrbT^L  ^"l^^^  Senator  tbialc  tbat  bad  women 

PR^^STDING  OFFICER.  Demonstrattons  ani  not  peiw 
mitted  under  the  rules  of  the  Senate. 
Mr  BBANDmmm.  Mr.  President,  in  my  opinion  the  jirant- 
of  suffrage  to  women  will  not  make  a  better  ar,v^?^V 
and  Will  not  make  better  laws  for  this  co!!^v.  T  ma?^e 
totally  mistaken  about  that.  Of  cou^sl^  it  will  double  the 
number  of  votw*  and  double  the  e^se  and  a  la  ly  as  got 
to  vo  o_  einior  n,.a  nst  her  husband  or  wftti  Mm.  If  she  votS 
with  him  the  result  will  he  the  s-ame,  and  if  she  votes  aiming 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Oon- 
nectKiit  yield  to  the  Senator  feova  OoIoPBdo» 
Mr.  BRANDEOIOE.  CerMttly. 

Mr.  SHAFROTH.  Doe.s  not  the  Senator  helievo  that  tlie  iiist 
g^m^efP  ileiivetl  from  the  consent  of  the 

Mr.  KRANDEGEI5.  What  doM  the  Senator  believe  aboat  the 

Philippine  Islands? 

Mr.  SHAFROTH.  I  must  say  tiiat  I  have  always  heen  in  favor 
of  giving  iDderen.lence  to  the  PhflinfUBe  feland^  «nd  I  fo  -ht 

upon  tlio  floor  of  the  Sen.ite  for  tli.it  verv  principle 

u^^iJ^^^''^^^*^^*^-  Pi^Hlent,  all  this  talk  aho„i  .|rik- 

log  the  naiMdes  and  the  shackles  off  the  limbs  of  the  enslaved 
\v  omen  of  this  country  la  pattct  tommy^t.  [Laughter.  1  Tliat 
IS  all  there  is  to  it. 

-^i^.^^^'^^-    "  to  recognise  that  funda- 

Tfyj^^^P**      R»^e™ni™t.  which  is  the  foundation  stone 

«   ^S'?^ llr; "  ''-'^      "  c  fighting  for  over  to  Bink»e? 

Mr.  BRANDEGEK.   I  think  to  iiialt»-|ft»  werld  anfTfer  tk* 

Democratic  Party.  LLaughter.] 
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Mr.  SHAFROTH.  Tlie  Senator  find  it  is  makin-  it  safer 
for  democracy,  and  you  can  not  make  it  safer  for  democracy 
if  you  refuse  to  extend  this  "  privilege  "  to  women. 

Mr.  BUANDBGEE.  That  argonmt  does  not  couTince  me» 

Mr.  I'rosident. 

Mr.  OWEN.  Mr,  President,  the  term  "  privilege  "  seems  now 
to  be  acceptwl  as  the  proper  vernacular  In  dealing  with  this 
right  of  suffrage,  but  I  think  that  the  Senator  is  not  Justified 
in  callinf^  it  a  privilege,  becaui^e  if  tliere  is  a  moral  rip:ht  it  is 
for  a  human  being  who  is  of  age  to  have  a  voice  in  the  gov- 
'  emment  by  which  his  life  and  liberties  are  controlled. 

Mr.  BRANDEGEE.  Mr.  President,  this  question  of  moral 
riirlits  is  beyond  me.  Anybody  can  evolve  out  of  his  inner 
consciousness  what  he  says  is  a  moral  right,  and  maintain  it, 
and  there  is  no  way  of  disputing  it  or  arfrulng^  about  tt.  I  do 
not  consider  it  a  question  of  morals  at  all  as  to  the  qualifica- 
tions of  electors.  1  consider  it  a  pi  actical  matter,  to  be  .iudi^ed 
by  practical  men,  as  to  what  they  think  will  be  the  best  form 
of  government  for  the  people  of  the  country.  All  this  lin^ 
about  the  women  of  America  beint:  enslaved  is  pure  trumpery 
and  foolislmess.  You  can  not  ?:et  on  a  trolley  car  without  hav- 
ing to  take  off  your  hat  and  give  up  your  seat  to  every  woman  who 
gets  aboard  tlie  car,  and  they  are  j>etted  and  flattered  and  are 
the  queen  bees  in  tliis  country,  and  there  is  no  nation  in  the 
world  where  a  woman's  lot  is  so  happy  as  it  is  in  the  United 
States  of  America. 

Mr.  SHAFROTH.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator,  if  men  wore  deprived  of  tlie  r'lixht  of  suffraj^e,  whether 
or  not  lie  would  consider  it  of  the  character  he  has  described? 

Mr.  BRANDEGEE.  I  do  not  think  the  men  are  goin^  to  de- 
prive rhemselvos  of  a  fmiction  which  they  have  always  exercised. 

air,  SHAFUOTH.  But.  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  people  regard 
deprivation  of  the  right  to  vote  as  slavery. 

Mr.  BRANDEGEE.   I  do  not  admit  that  it  is  a  right  at  all. 

Mr.  SHAFROTH.   The  Senator  does  not  consider  it  a  right? 

Mi\  BRANDEOEK.    T  do  not.    I  deny  it  absolutely. 

Mr.  SHAFUOTH.  If  it  were  taken  away  from  the  Senator 
I  am  inclined  to  think  he  would  think  it  was  a  great  right. 

Mr.  BRANDEGEE.  I  would  not  (jbject,  or  if  I  did  object  I 
would  be  powerless.  If  the  legislature  of  my  State  should 
decide  that  bachelors  could  not  vote  I  \vould  think  that  it  was 
vrr0Dg,  but  I  would  submit  to  it. 

Mr.  GALLINGER.    It  would  be  rather  hard  on  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BRANDEGEE.  It  would  be  rather  hard  on  the  Senator 
firom  Pennsylvania  and  the  Senator  from  CJonnectieut,  but,  Mr. 
President,  this  question  ought  to  be  looked  at  rijjht  in  the  face, 
without  fear  or  favor,  without  any  thou^rht  of  political  prefer- 
ment, and  I  will  say  that  anybody  who  thinks  he  is  going  to  get 
any  political  profit  out  of  voting  for  this  constitntional  amend- 
ment will  be  the  most  disappointed  fjentleman  that  has  ever  been 
in  the  Senate.  The  minute  the  ladies  get  the  privilege  of  vot- 
ing, if  they  do  get  it,  they  will  forget  all  al>out  the  gentlemen 
who  gave  it  to  them,  and  they  will  vote  jnst  as  they  pleittfle. 

Mr.  OWEN.    I  hope  so. 

Mr.  BRANDEGEE.    And  they  are  just  as  liable  to  vote  against 
those  who  voted  to  give  tiiem  the  vote  as  they  are  to  vote  for 
them ;  I  will  tell  them  that  It  was  an  ancient  Latin  aeholar 
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who  pronounced  the  phrase,  "  Varium  et  mutabile  femina  est," 
and  they  always  reserve  the  right  to  change  their  minds  upon 
proi>eF  eceaslom;  m  tiist  yon  need  not  rote  for  it  ixpon  aay 
ground  of  that  kind.  But,  Mr.  President,  my  fundamental  ob- 
jection to  this  amendment  is  that  it  is  inherently  wrong,  ac- 
cording to  my  view,  to  prostitute  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  wM^  is  tlie  broad  cterter  of  omr  lib^ties  and  the  d^ai- 
tion  of  our  form  of  government,  to  the  use  of  secttonal,  local 
police  regulations,  ordinances,  and  statutes. 

Tliere  is  another  feature  about  this,  Mr.  President,  which  oc- 
curs to  me  in  passingr,  and  that  fs  tltfs;  The  ob^ct  of  the 
trnmerm  of  the  Constitution  is  perfectly  plain.  It  was  in- 
tended to  be,  as  nearly  as  possible,  a  fundamental  and  perma- 
nent document.  It  was  to  lie  at  the  foundations  and  the  corner 
stones  of  ti^  great  tree  ItepnMic,  and  tliey  did  not  wast  tt  to 
be  amended  by  every  passiujr  breath  and  everj^  wliini  that 
seemed  to  be  popular  at  the  time.  Of  coui'se  you  hear  from 
whoever  is  engaged  in  the  pi-opagauda  of  enacting  some  legis- 
lation. Yon  do  not  hear  mxts^  frmx  those  who  are  opposed  lo 
ft  or  who  are  in<lifterent  or  do  not  understand  it :  but  the  noisy 
minority  that  absorb  to  themselves  all  the  virtue  and  credit 
that  the  whole  female  sex  is  entitled  to,  get  the  ear  of  CJongress 
sosd  of  the  newspapers.  The  framers  of  the  Constitution,  wiien 
ttey  said  that  before  that  instrument  should  be  amended  it 
irihottld  be  deemed  necessary  by  two-thirds  of  the  Senate  and  two- 
thirds  of  the  Hottse  and  iJirec-fburths  of  the  legislatures  of  tlus 
States,  meant  to  make  It  difficult  to  amend  tlie  CopatitBtton»  and 
it  ought  to  be  difficult  to  amend  the  Constitution. 

Now,  what  happens  in  an  instance  like  this?  Suppose  men 
gMJeraDy  regard  tbeir  duty  here  as  one  to  pass  on  ttrfs  amend- 
ment, to  dodge  their  resi>onslbility.  to  have  no  opinion  as  to 
whether  it  is  ncccssartf  or  not,  and  to  say,  "  AVe  will  abdicate; 
we  will  pass  this  tiling  up  to  the  legislatures  and  turn  tlie  women 
oTfet  to  the  legfslatiires  oi  tke  sermU  States  and  get  rid  of 
them  here.'* 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  hour  of  2  o'clock,  having 
arrived,  the  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  unfinished  business, 
which  will  be  stated. 

The  SECRETAirY.  A  bill  (H.  R.  12281)  makin^r  appropriations 
for  the  support  <if  the  Anuy  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1919. 

Mr.  BRANDEGEE.  That  is  a  very  hnprntant  blH,  aad  I  de- 
sire to  speak  on  it.    I  shall  finish  in  a  few  minutes. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLiAIN.    The  Senator  is  going  to  continaeT 

Mr.  BRANDEGEE.   For  about  five  minutes. 

I  sa;  if  three-quarters  of  the  l^i^tures  of  the  States  do 
approve  of  this  thin.t:,  if  it  is  passed  up  to  them  by  Congress, 
thinking  it  ncccissaryy  then  suppose  it  does  not  work  in  the 
States?  Suppose  scmie  States  do  not  like  it  and  the  results 
are  bad.  What  have  ttiey  got  to  do?  Thej  are  absolntely  fwe- 
closed  for  all  time.  What  becomes  of  your  majority  rule? 
There  may  be  a  dozen  States  that  think  this  thing  is  a  failure 
and  is  wolfing  min  npm  them.  They  IraTe  ^ot  to  start  an 
agttattm  foe  a  constitutional  antendxnent  to  undo  that  constitu- 
tional amendment,  and  they  have  to  convince  two-thirdg  of 
the  Senate,  two-thirds  of  the  Houae,.  and  three-quarters  of  ttie 
legifiOatures  of  all-  t2ie  States  of  the  ViBkm  to  put  U  oat  of  tite 
Constitution. 
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Mr  Prerfdent,  Uie  mere  suggestion  of  that  shows,  as  Senator 
Elihn  Root  said  in  that  letter  I  put  into  the  Riocord,  that  it  is 
neiilous  to  use  tiie  ConstituUon  of  the  United  States  to  regulate 
the  duilv  lml>its  of  the  people  and  their  domestic  concerns.  Is 
it  so  that  the  party  whicli  has  for  75  years  stood  for  the  doctrine 
announced  by  its  tainted  leader  Thomas  Jefferson  that  "that 
Government  governs  I)est  wliich  governs  least  is  here  to-day  to 
sav  that  their  own  States  and  their  own  people  have  abandoned 
any  idea  of  governing  themselves  and  are  now  prepared  to  turn 
that  function  over  to  Washington? 

I  want  to  call  attention  to  another  thing,  Mr.  President.  Of 
course,  I  admit  this  is  a  constitutional  procedure,  llie  propo- 
nents of  this  constitutional  amendment  are  proceeding  in  the 
manner  prescribed  by  the  Constitution.  I  do  not  deny  that.  I 
simply  claim  that  there  ouglit  to  be  a  wise  discretion  as  to  what 
sort  of  thing  should  be  put  into  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  But  just  think  of  this:  There  is  not  a  constitution  of 
a  single  State  in  the  Union  that  can  be  amended  wil.hout  the 
leelslature  voting  for  the  amendment  and  then  snbnuttuig  it  to 
t^  electors  of  that  State.  And  yet  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  that  is  supreme  and  overwhelming  and  over-  * 
Dowerinz  over  all  State  constitutions,  can  be  amended  by  two-  * 
thirds  of  Concrress  ami  tiie  votes  of  tlie  letiislatures  of  three- 
ouarters  of  the  States  without  the  approval  oi  tlie  people  at  all. 

If  there  is  anything  in  the  world  that  touches  tlie  rights  and 
habits  of  the  people  more  intimately  than  the  qualifications  of 
meir  own  electors,  I  shonUl  lil^e  to  know  what  it  is.  The  people 
of  Kansas  may  be  very  wedded  to  the  bone-dry  ProhiWtto" 
theorv  The  people  of  the  great  State  of  New  York,  10,000,000 
Beople  may  not  be.  If  there  are  enough  States  like  Kansas— 
Wihree-quarters  of  the  States  feel  like  Kansas  does,  the  S^te 
of  New  York  is  to  have  boue-ilry  prohibition  put  uiwn  it  The 
State  of  California,  with  all  its  investments  and  its  vineyards. 
!s  to  have  bone-dry  prohibition  put  upon  it,  not  l)y  tlie  people 
but  by  the  Congress  of  tlie  United  States  and  three-quarters  of 
the  legislatures  of  the  o//ie*-  States.  ^   i,  „ 

Mr  President,  what  sort  of  Government  are  we  going  to  have 
when  we  get  through  with  this  "ghost  dance"  we  are  now  in- 
dntein-  in'  Kx-Senator  Root  foresees  it  and  forecasts  it.  Tlie 
New  York  World  foresees  it  and  forecasts  it  A  good  naany 
Democrats  see  it  and  forecast  It.  but  they  decline  to  stand  up, 
to  prevent  it  When  I  say  Democrats,  I  am  not  reflecting 
on  them  A  good  many  Republicans  are  doing  the  same  thing. 
I  simply  instance  Democrats  because  these  thln^  ^PP«*fJ® 
to  b^  more  in  violation  of  the  things  that  they  have  heretofore 
stood  for  and  proclaimed  should  be  fundamental. 

Now  Mr.  President,  I  have  said  all  I  care  to  say  about  this 
matter  I  shall  vote  against  the  amendment  if  it  comes  to  a 
vote  and  then  my  State  can  do  as  it  pleases  through  its  legisla- 
ture;  bu  I  have  pending  here  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States,  reiwrted  favorably  by  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mitted that  the  Congress  can  submit  constitutional  amendments 
S  S'Ature  to  the  legislatures  of  the  States  or  to  conventions 
S  be  cXlln  the  same,  as  the  present  constitutiomil  provision 
is  or  10  the  electors  of  the  States,  so  that  the  PeoP^  t^em- 
seUes  can  have  something  to  say  about  what  concerns  their 
daily  life  and  their  daily  habits. 
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